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1. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1*114, 
including the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this 
application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the 
fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the 
finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
January 3, 2003 has been entered. 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms 
the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office 
action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the 
prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains- Patentability 
shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-5, 8-11, 22, 24 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Refouvelet et al in view of 
either Taylor et al or Craig et al. Refouvelet et al disclose 
the initiator and the method of making the initiator 
substantially as claimed. However, Refouvelet et al do not 
disclose, in Fig. 1, the electrically-nonconductive overmolded 
body surrounding substantially all of the initiator subassembly. 
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Lines 4-6 of the abstract state that the casing includes a molded 
plastics material surrounding at least the end plate and a 
portion of the electrodes. This statement implies that the 
molded plastics material could surround the upper portion of the 
initiator. Both Taylor et al and Craig et al teach that it is 
old and well known in the art to substantially surround all of an 
initiator subassembly except for an exposed portion of a 
connector end with an electrically-nonconductive body to form a 
protective casing. It would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
have the overmolded plastic body 10 surround substantially all of 
the initiator subassembly of the Refouvelet et al initiator to 
form a protective casing, as taught by either Taylor et al or 
Craig et al. 

4. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Refouvelet et al in view of Hansen et al and 
either Taylor et al or Craig et al. Refouvelet et al, Taylor et 
al and Craig et al are applied as above. However, they do not 
disclose a nylon overmolded body. Refouvelet et al disclose that 
the molding 10 can be formed of a polyamide. Hansen et al teach, 
in Fig. 2, that it is old and well known in the art to form an 
overmolded body of an initiator of nylon. Nylon is a well known 
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polyamide. To form the overmolded body of the initiator formed 
by the combination of Refouvelet et al and either Taylor et al or 
Craig et al of nylon, as taught by Hansen et al, would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made. 

5. Claims 12-14 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Refouvelet et al in view of Swann et al 
and either Taylor et al or Craig et al. Refouvelet et al, Taylor 
et al and Craig et al are applied as above. However, Refouvelet 
et al, Taylor et al and Craig et al do not state that the 
overmolded body is formed by injection molding. Swann et al 
teach injection molding to be an old and well known method of 
molding an overmolded body around an initiator subassembly. To 
injection mold the overmolded body around the subassembly 
initiator formed by the combination of Refouvelet et al and 
either Taylor et al or Craig et al, as taught by Swann et al, 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made. 

6. Claims 15 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Refouvelet et al in view of Swann et al, 
Seavey and either Taylor et al or. Craig et al. Refouvelet et al, 
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Swarm et al, Taylor et al and Craig et al are applied as above. 
However, they do not disclose injecting the molten material at 
the upper region of the initiator subassembly. Seavey teaches 
that it is old and well known in the art to vary the position of 
the injection points in a mold to achieve a desired result, note 
lines 30-35 of col. 3. It would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
inject the molten material at the upper region of the initiator 
subassembly in the method formed by the combination of Refouvelet 
et al, Swann et al and either Taylor et al or Craig et al in view 
of the teaching of Seavey. 

7. Claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Refouvelet et al in view of Swann et al, Hansen 
et al and either Taylor et al or Craig et al. References are 
applied as above. To injection mold a nylon overmolded body 
around the subassembly of the initiator formed by the combination 
of Refouvelet et al and either Taylor et al or Craig et al, as 
taught by Swann et al and Hansen et al, would have been obvious 
to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made. 

8. Applicants' remarks have been carefully considered. 
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9. Applicants allege that the combination of Refouvelet et al 
and Craig et al is improper because Craig et al do not teach an 
integral, unitary electrically nonconductive, overmolded body 
which extends around substantially all of the initiator. Lines 
1-9 of col. 5 of Craig et al clearly state that a suitable 
dielectric coating 65 may extend over the exteriors walls of the 
igniter except those parts which are required to be exposed for 
electrical contact such as the electrical connector pins 52. 
Also the igniter end which is covered by cover or closure disc 46 
may be coated. Therefore, Craig et al clearly teach that it is 
old and well known in the art to substantially surround all of an 
initiator subassembly except for an exposed portion of a 
connector end with an electrically nonconductive body to form a 
protective casing. Therefore, the combination of Refouvelet et 
al and Craig et al is deemed to be proper. 

10. Applicants allege that the combination of Refouvelet et al 
and Taylor et al is improper because Taylor et al do not teach 
that the coating 13 is molded, that the coating provides 
structural support or any installation orientation features and 
an automotive initiator. A secondary reference need not disclose 
all the elements of the claimed invention. Taylor et al are 
being used solely for their teaching that it is old and well 
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known in the art to substantially surround all of an initiator 
subassembly except for an exposed portion of a connector end with 
an electrically nonconductive body to form a protective casing. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have the 
plastic overmolded body 10 of Refouvelet et al surround 
substantially all of the initiator subassembly to form a 
protective casing in view of the teaching of Taylor et al. 

11. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Harold J. 
Tudor, whose telephone number is (703) 306-4172. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner f s supervisor, Michael Carone, can be 
reached on (703) 306-4198. The fax phone number for this Group 
is (703) 305-7687. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of 
this application or proceeding should be directed to the Group 
receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308-1113. 




HAROLD J.TUD0R 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



